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O n entanglem ent capabilities in in�nite dim ensions
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m ulti-dim ensionalentangled coherent states

S.J.van Enk

BellLabs,LucentTechnologies

600-700 M ountain Ave

M urray HillNJ 07974

An exam pleisgiven ofan interaction thatproducesan in-

�niteam ountofentanglem entin an in�nitely shorttim e,but

only a �nite am ount in longer tim es. The interaction arises

from a standard K errnonlinearity and a 50/50 beam splitter,

and the initialstate is a coherent state. For certain �nite

interaction tim esm ulti-dim ensionalgeneralizations ofentan-

gled coherentstates are generated,for which we construct a

teleportation protocol.Sim ilaritiesbetween probabilistictele-

portation and unam biguousstate discrim ination are pointed

out.

Entangling operations are necessary for universal

quantum com putation [1]butalsoplay an im portantrole

in quantum com m unication. Forexam ple,teleportation

[2],entanglem entdistillation [3]and quantum repeaters

[4]allrely on entangling operations.

Q uestions concerning the entangling power of given

unitary operationsorofgiven Ham iltoniansarethusrel-

evantfrom both theoreticaland practicalpointsofview

and havebeen considered recentlyin thecontextof�nite-

dim ensionalsystem s [5{7]. But for the electrom agnetic

�eld, which is clearly the system of choice for quan-

tum com m unication,theassociated Hilbertspaceisin�-

nite.Entanglem entin in�niteHilbertspaceshaspeculiar

properties [8{10]. For exam ple,there is always a state

with an arbitrarily large am ount ofentanglem ent arbi-

trarilyclosetoaseparablestate.Som eoftheseanom olies

can be m itigated by im posing energy constraintson the

states considered [9]. Here we con�rm this behavior of

entanglem entin in�nite-dim ensionalsystem s.In fact,we

show thatastandard nonlinearopticsinteraction,arising

from aK errnonlinearity,followed by asim pleinteraction

with a beam splitteriscapableofgenerating an arbitrar-

ily largeam ountofentanglem entE = log2 M in an arbi-

trarily shorttim e � = O (1=M ),starting from a coherent

statewith energy j�j2 = O (M 2).Notethatsqueezing or

downconversion,in contrast,areonly capableofgenerat-

ingG aussian statesfrom coherentstates,whoseentangle-

m entafterpassingbeam splitters(and otherlinear-optics

elem ents) is m uch better behaved [11]. For instance,

the entanglem ent ofa two-m ode squeezed state sim ply

increases m onotonically with the squeezing param eter,

which in turn increaseswith the interaction tim e.

Itturnsoutthatforcertain speci�c �nite interaction

tim es the interaction we willconsider generates m ulti-

dim ensionalgeneralizationsofso-called entangled coher-

entstates.Entangled coherentstatesare ofthe (unnor-

m alized)form

j�2i= j�ij�i+ exp(i�)j� �ij� �i; (1)

with j�i a coherent state with am plitude �. As far as

the authorknows,thistype ofstateswasdiscussed �rst

in 1986[12],and thenam eentangled coherentstateswas

coined in Ref.[13]. There has been a lot ofinterest in

the quantum -inform ation processing capabilitiesofsuch

statesafteritwasfound thatthe stateswith � = � pos-

sessexactly one ebitofentanglem ent[14]irrespectiveof

theam plitude�.Teleportation [15],entanglem entpuri�-

cation [16],Bell-inequality violations[17],and universal

quantum com puting [18]have allbeen discussed in this

context.

Herewestudy a particularm ulti-dim ensionalgeneral-

ization ofthe states(1)ofthe (unnorm alized)form ,

j�M i=
1

p
M

M � 1
X

q= 0

exp(i�q)j� exp
�2�qi

M

�

ij� exp
�2�qi

M

�

i;

(2)

with M > 1 an integer.These statesshould notbe con-

fused with m ulti-m ode generalizations ofentangled co-

herentstatesofthe form

j	 M i= (j�i)
 M + exp(i�)(j� �i)
 M ; (3)

which can betrivially generated from a state(1)by m ix-

ingitwith thevacuum on beam splitters,and do notpos-

sessm ore than one ebitofbipartite entanglem ent. The

states (2), on the other hand, are still2-m ode states,

but m ay contain m ore than one ebit of entanglem ent.

W e choose to restrictthe form of(2)to containing only

sym m etriccoherentstateswith coe�cientsofequalm ag-

nitude,becausethatisthetypeofstatesthatcan begen-

eratedbypropagatingacoherentstatethrougham edium

with a K errnonlinearity (seebelow).Such statespoten-

tially have log2 M ebits ofbipartite entanglem ent. In

particular,they reach thatlim itforlarge�=M .

Considerthe following unitary operator

UA ;B (�)= exp
��

4
(ayb� b

y
a)
�

exp(� i�a
y2
a
2); (4)

where � representsa dim ensionless tim e,and ay;a;by;b

arethecreation and annihilation operatorsfortwom odes
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A and B , respectively. Physically,the �rst term cor-

responds to a 50/50 beam splitter,the second describes

the propagation ofm ode A through a K errm edium ,for

which the e�ectiveHam iltonian is

H = �h�ay2a2; (5)

with � a ratedeterm ined by the appropriatethird-order

nonlinearsusceptibility ofthe m edium . (Note thatsuch

an interaction hasbeen considered forthe generation of

entangled coherent states [19]). W e willbe interested

in the entangling capabilities ofUA ;B (�). The class of

initialstatesofm odesA and B is chosen from product

states such that for � = 0 no entanglem ent is gener-

ated. Itiseasy to see thatany productoftwo coherent

stateswill�t the bill. Here we take a subclass,nam ely

j	iA ;B = j�iA j0iB with arbitrary �,asinitialstates. It

isstraightforward to expand the state

j	(�)iA ;B = UA ;B (�)j�iA j0iB (6)

in num ber states and subsequently evaluate the entan-

glem entE A ;B (�)between m odesA and B asa function

oftim e. Here,however,we give a m ore elegantdescrip-

tion valid atcertain tim es�.Thistreatm entisbased on

Ref.[20].First,considerthesecond term in Eq.(4),and

writeitas

UA (�)= exp(� i�̂N A (N̂ A � 1)); (7)

where N̂ A = aya. The operator UA becom es periodic

in N with period M (thatis,itbecom esinvariantunder

N̂ A ! N̂ A + M )attim es� = �=M ifM isan odd integer.

Thisim pliesonecan writedown Fourierseriesasfollows

[20]

exp
�� i�

M
N̂ (N̂ � 1)

�

=

M � 1
X

q= 0

f
(o)
q exp

�� 2i�q

M
N̂
�

: (8)

Sim ilarly,foreven valuesofM one has

exp
�� i�

M
(N̂ + M )2

�

= exp
�� i�

M
N̂

2
�

; (9)

so thatwecan expand

exp
�� i�

M
N̂

2
�

=

M � 1
X

q= 0

f
(e)
q exp

�� 2i�q

M
N̂
�

: (10)

The coe�cients f q are not explicitly evaluated in

Ref.[20],but one can actually derive them (see below

[21]),

f
(o)
q =

1
p
M

exp
��iq(q+ 1)

M

�

exp
�� �iK (K + 1)

M

�

;

f
(e)
q =

1
p
M

exp
��iq2

M

�

exp(� �i=4); (11)

where in the �rst line K is such that M = 2K + 1 for

odd M .Ifonestartswith a coherentstateofm odeA at

tim e � = 0,j (0)i= j�i,thisthen im m ediately leadsto

the following tim e evolution underUA :

UA (�=M )j�iA =

M � 1
X

q= 0

f
(o)
q j� exp(� 2�iq=M )i

forM odd;

UA (�=M )j�iA =

M � 1
X

q= 0

f
(e)
q j� exp(�i(1� 2q)=M )i

forM even (12)

Ifonesubsequently takesthesestatesand splitsthem on

a 50/50 beam splitterwith the vacuum ,the outputstate

isan entangled state ofthe form (2),

j�M i=

M � 1
X

q= 0

f
(o)
q j� exp(� 2�iq=M )ij� exp(� 2�iq=M )i;

(13)

forM odd with � = �=
p
2,and

j�M i=

M � 1
X

q= 0

f
(e)
q j� exp(� 2�iq=M )ij� exp(� 2�iq=M )i;

(14)

forM even,wherenow � = � exp(i�=M )=
p
2.Theseare

the statesj	(�=M )iA ;B ofEq.(6)wewerelooking for.

Now considertheentanglem entbetween m odesA and

B in the states (13) and (14). In the lim it oflarge �,

m ore precisely,for �=M � 1,the coherent states ap-

pearing in thesesuperpositionsbecom e orthogonal.The

entangled states,therefore,are already written in their

Schm idt decom position form ,and it is straightforward

to calculate their entanglem ent. In fact, since allco-

e�cients f q have the sam e m agnitude 1=
p
M ,one sees

one endsup with a m axim ally entangled state in M di-

m ensions(spanned bytheM sym m etriccoherentstates),

with E A ;B (�=M )= log2 M ebits. This fact is paradox-

icalat�rstsight,since the entanglem entincreaseswith

M ,that is,with decreasing interaction tim e. However,

thisparadox isresolved easily by noting thatfor�xed �

the coherentstatesj� exp(�iq=M )ibecom e nonorthogo-

nalforsu�ciently largeM sothattheentanglem entisin

factsm allerthan log2(M ).Thus,justasin [9],an energy

constraintsavesusfrom them oreem barrassingpeculiar-

itiesofentanglem entin in�nitedim ensions.In fact,there

isan optim altim e� forwhich theentanglem entism axi-

m alfor�xed �.Thisisillustrated in Figure1.Here,for

several�nite values of� we evaluate the entanglem ent

num erically by expanding the reduced density m atrix of

eitherofthe two subsystem sin the num ber-statebasis.

For� sm all,thereisnoentanglem entasthestatej� M i

reduces to the vacuum state. This follows im m ediately
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from thefactthattheevolution operatorUA ;B com m utes

with thesum ofthenum beroperators,aya+ byb,so that

the totalphoton num berdistribution doesnotchange.
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FIG .1. Entanglem ent as a function of tim e �=� for

j�j
2
= 1 (circles) and j�j

2
= 10 (crosses),where �=� = 1=M

with M an integer > 1. At these tim es the entangled state

isan M -dim ensionalentangled coherentstate. The function

f(�)= log2(�=�)isgiven asreference.

Foralargesubsetofpairsofvaluesof� and M ,theen-

tangled states(13)or(14)possessm orethan oneebitof

entanglem ent.Assuch,they can be used forteleporting

atleastonequbit.Herewegiveasim pleprotocolforeven

valuesofM thatworksperfectly in the lim itoflarge�,

while forsm aller� itworksonly partially,nam ely,with

a probability lessthan unity and with a �delity lessthan

unity.Itgeneralizesthe protocolof[15].

Suppose Alice and Bob share an entangled state

j�M iA ;B ofthe form (14) (M is even) between m odes

A and B ,and Alice possesses an arbitrary state ofthe

form

j iC =

M � 1
X

q= 0

Q qj� exp(� 2�iq=M )iC ; (15)

thatshewishesto teleportto Bob.Alice�rstusesbeam -

splitters to m ake L = M =2 \diluted" copies of both

the state to be teleported (ending up in m odes Ck for

k = 0:::L � 1) and ofher halfofthe entangled state

(ending up in m odesA k fork = 0:::L � 1)by the pro-

cess

j� exp(i�)i(j0i)
 L � 1 7! (j� exp(i�)=
p
Li)
 L : (16)

Then sheappliesaphaseshiftoveran angle�k = 2k�=M

to the m odesA k and,in orderto perform herBellm ea-

surem ent,subsequently com binesthe m odesCk and A k

on L 50/50 beam splitters. Ifwe callthe output m odes

G k and H k fork = 0:::L � 1,the resulting stateis

M � 1
X

q= 0

M � 1
X

p= 0



L � 1

k= 0
f
(e)
q Q pj� exp(� 2�iq=M )iB


 j�[exp(� 2�iq=M )� exp(� 2�i(p+ k)=M )]=
p
2LiG k


 j�[exp(� 2�iq=M )+ exp(� 2�i(p+ k)=M )]=
p
2LiH k

: (17)

Alicenow perform sphoton-num berm easurem entson all

2L = M outputm odes.Shecannot�nd a nonzero num -

berin every m ode.Butsuppose she �ndsnonzero num -

bersofphotonsin allbutonem ode,say,m odeH m .Then

the only term s that survive the sum s over q and p in

(17)arethoseforwhich exp(� 2�iq=M )+ exp(� 2�i(p+

m )=M )= 0,thatis,p+ m = q+ L m odulo M .Thestate

atBob’sside reducesto (unnorm alized)

M � 1
X

q= 0

f
(e)
q Q q� L � m exp

�� 2�iqNtot

M

�

j� exp(� 2�iq=M )iB ;

(18)

with � denoting addition m odulo M , and where Ntot
isthe totalnum berofphotonsdetected by Alice. Alice

com m unicatesto Bob which m odecontained no photons,

and Bob then applies the appropriate unitary transfor-

m ation.Here,with H m beingtheem ptym ode,heapplies

UB = exp
�� 2�îN B (L � m )

M

�

(19)

to hisstateto obtain (unnorm alized)

M � 1
X

q= 0

exp
��i(q� L � m )2

M

�

exp
�� 2�iqNtot

M

�

Q qj� exp(� 2�iq=M )iB : (20)

Thisensuresthatthe coe�cientsQ q are in frontofthe

corresponding statesj� exp(� 2�iq=M )iB . Butwhatre-

m ains to com plete teleportation would be a phase shift

operation

j� exp(� 2�iq=M )i7!

exp
�� �i(q2 + 2q(m � L � Ntot))

M

�

j� exp(� 2�iq=M )i: (21)

Thisoperation isin generalunitary only in the lim itof

large �=M . For�nite �=M one is thus able to perform

teleportation only approxim ately.M oreover,in thatcase

the probability to �nd nonzero num bers ofphotons in

every m ode butonewillbe lessthan unity.

The m easurem ent perform ed by Alice is in fact the

sam e as that needed for unam biguous state discrim ina-

tion (USD)m easurem entson sym m etric coherentstates

[22]. The only di�erence is that the USD m easurem ent

would have to be perform ed with a coherent state of

known phase, not with half of the entangled state, in

which thephaseisbasically unknown,thatis,a m ixture

ofM values.Thisdi�erencearisesbecauseforteleporta-

tion itiscrucialthatAlice’sm easurem entdoesnotreveal

anyinform ation abouttheidentity ofthestatetobetele-

ported.In both USD and probabilisticteleportation the
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success probability m ay be less than unity (it becom es

unity only in thelim itoflarge�=M ),butonedoesknow

when itfailed.

In conclusion,we considered the entangling capabili-

ties ofthe unitary operator UA ;B (�) ofEq.(4),which

arisesfrom a standard K errnonlinearity and sim ple lin-

earoptics.Startingfrom coherentstates,M -dim ensional

sym m etric generalizations of entangled coherent states

are generated forarbitrary integersM . W e constructed

a teleportation protocolwith these statesthatusesonly

linearopticsand teleportsstateschosen from an appro-

priateM -dim ensionalHilbertspace.

M oreover,wefound thatan arbitrarilylargeam ountof

entanglem entlog2 M ebitscan becreated in an arbitrar-

ily shorttim e� = �=M .Thisissurprisingasin �nitedi-

m ensionsnotonly the entanglem entis�nite (obviously)

butalsotherateofproduction ofentanglem ent[7].Thus

one cannotcreate any �nite am ountofentanglem entin

an arbitrarily shorttim e in a �nite-dim ensionalspace.

Ithank Debbie Leung forpointing outthissurprising

contrastbetween the presentresultand thatofRef.[7].
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q =

1

M

M � 1
X
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exp
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M

�

exp
�� i�k

2

M

�
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cos
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2

K

�

=
1

2

p
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sin
�2�k2

K

�

=
1

2

p
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1� i
p
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M
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2

M
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2

M

�

exp
�� i�(k� q)

2

M

�

:
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2

M

�
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